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FINAL ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I and Species I, corresponding to 
claims 1-6 and 8-18 in the reply filed on July 5, 2007 is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 7, 19 and 20 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention and species, there being no ' 
allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed 
on July 5, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
: the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dooley Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081,232) in view of Mock, Sr. et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,065,803). 

Concerning claims 1, 4 and 5 Dooley Jr. discloses a vacuum line sanitization 
device that is capable of sanitizing a vacuum line comprising: 

A canister body (The housing 10 and closed bottom 51 make up a canister 
body.) having a first end and an opposing second end, said canister body forming a fluid 
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chamber therein, said fluid chamber configured to receive a supply of chemicals 
suitable for sanitizing the vacuum line as disclosed In the abstract; 

An inlet (23) at the first end on said canister body in communication with said 
fluid chamber that is capable of disposing a fluid inside said fluid chamber, said fluid 
selected so as to form a sanitizing mixture when combined with said supply of 
chemicals as disclosed in column 6, lines 33-40; 

An inlet valve at said inlet, said inlet valve configured to connect to a fluid supply 
line and receive said fluid therefrom, said inlet valve further configured to prevent flow of 
said fluid from said fluid chamber out of said canister body through said fluid inlet as 
disclosed in column 6, lines 36-40; 

An outlet (7) at a second end of said canister body in communication with said 
fluid chamber, said outlet having an outlet stem (11), said outlet stem sized and 
configured to connect said outlet to an end of the vacuum line (concerning claim 5), as 
disclosed in column 6, lines 25-32. 

While Dooley discloses providing a valve for the inlet to control the flow of the 
fluid, Dooley does not appear to disclose that the outlet comprises an outlet valve 
configured to selectively allow said fluid to flow through the vacuum line so as to clean 
and sanitize the vacuum line, whereby the vacuum line is sanitized by opening said 
dispensing means to draw said sanitizing mixture though the vacuum line. More 
specifically, concerning claims 8, said valve comprising a closeable valve. Mock 
discloses a device used for dispensing a sanitizer through lines into a pool. The 
sanitizer, which is known to sanitize the lines during the transfer process as well, is 
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placed in a permeable bag inside of a canister (100) where it is dissolved into a mixture 
and transferred to the pool through a series of lines as shown in Figure 1 . The canister 
also comprises an inlet (105) and outlet (108) that comprises valves configured to 
selectively allow said fluid to flow through the line so as to clean and sanitize the line, 
whereby the line is sanitized by opening said dispensing means to draw said mixture 
through the line as disclosed in column 6, lines 1-12 and column 3, lines 8-13. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the apparatus of Dooley Jr. to include a valve on the outlet of the 
canister as exemplified by Mock Sr. in order to regulate the amount of solution that exits 
the canister. 

Concerning claim 9, Dooley Jr. continues to disclose that the supply of chemicals 
is a solid chemical cartridge as disclosed in column 8, lines 22-33. More specifically, 
the container (50) is solid, contains chemicals, and is a cartridge as broadly defined. 
Regarding claim 17, the limitations are met by Dooley Jr. in view of Homan as set forth 
with respect to claims 3 and 1 1 above, wherein the inner chamber of Homan is fully 
capable of receiving a solid chemical cartridge. 

3. Claims 2, 3, 11, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dooley Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081 ,232) in view of Mock, Sr. et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,065,803) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Homan (U.S. Patent No. 4,873,727). 

Dooley in view of Mock is relied upon as set forth in reference to claim 1 above. 
Concerning claims 2, 3, and 1 1 , the limitations of the claims are met with respect to 
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claim 1 except for a perforated sleeve, which is an inner chamber (concerning claims 2 
and 3) disposed in said fluid chamber in fluid communication with said fluid chamber, 
said perforated sleeve having a supply of chemicals suitable for sanitizing the vacuum 
line. Moman discloses a device that is fully capable of sanitizing a vacuum line 
comprising a canister body, an inlet, an outlet, and an inner chamber in said canister 
body, wherein a supply of chemicals is disposed in said inner chamber (Figures 1 and 
2; column 4, lines 39-65). The reference continues to disclose that the inner chamber is 
a perforated sleeve (abstract) disposed inside the canister (16), wherein the inner 
chamber comprises a supply of chemicals located therein (column 4, lines 45-51). 
Homan discloses that the inner chamber is a conventionally known teaching to one of 
ordinary skill in the art and that it provides a chamber that is easily replaceable for an 
operator (column 1, lines 58-68). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the apparatus of Dooley to 
include an inner chamber that is a perforated sleeve in said canister body, wherein said 
supply of chemicals is located in said inner chamber, as such is a commonly known 
apparatus for supplying a set of chemicals to a canister and ultimately a fluid line as 
exemplified by Homan. 

Concerning claim 16, Dooley Jr. continues to disclose that the supply of 
chemicals is a solid chemical cartridge as disclosed in column 8, lines 22-33. More 
specifically, the container (50) is solid, contains chemicals, and is a cartridge as broadly 
defined. Regarding claim 17, the limitations are met by Dooley Jr. in view of Homan as 
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set forth with respect to claims 3 and 1 1 above, wherein the inner chamber of Homan is 
fully capable of receiving a solid chemical cartridge. 

4. Claim 6 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dooley Jr. 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081,232) In view of Mock Sr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,065,803) 
as applied to claim 1 above, and further In view of Fitton (U.S. Patent No. 6,106,771). 

Dooley Jr. in view of Mock are relied upon as set forth In reference to claim 1 
above. While Dooley Jr. discloses a valve as the means for sealing, Dooley Jr. in view 
of Mock does not appear to disclose that the inlet valve is a quick release valve. It is 
generally known in the art to provide water line Inlet valves with a quick release In order 
to disconnect the line quickly. Fitton discloses a system for sanitizing water lines that 
includes a housing with a routing valve that is of the quick release type as disclosed in 
column 3, lines 16-20. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the tirine of the Invention to modify the device of Dooley Jr. in view of Mock by providing 
a quick release at the inlet in order to allow quick disconnection of the line as 
exemplified by Fitton. 

5. Claim 10 is rejected under.35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dooley 
Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081,232) in view of Mock Sr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
7,065,803) as applied to claim 1 above, and further In view of Rauchwerger (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,743,287). 

Dooley Jr. In view of Mock are relied upon as set forth In reference to claim 1 
above. Dooley Jr. in view of Mock does not appear to disclose that the device further 
comprises an indicator configured to Indicate when said supply of chemicals must be 
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replaced. However, applying an indicator to such a device is known in the art of 
sanitizing pipes in order to alert the operator when the sanitizing fluid has been 
exhausted from the device. One such example is disclosed by Rauchwerger in column 
2, lines 5 and 6. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the apparatus of Dooley Jr. in view of Mock to 
include an indicator as exemplified by Rauchwerger in order to alert an operator when 
the sanitizing fluid has been exhausted. 

6. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dooley 
Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081,232) in view of Mock Sr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
7,065,803) and Homan (U.S. Patent No. 4,873,727) as applied to claim 11 above, and 
further in view of Fitton (U.S. Patent No. 6,106,771). 

Dooley Jr. in view of Mock and Homan are relied upon as set forth in reference to 
claim 1 1 above. While Dooley Jr. discloses a valve as the means for sealing, Dooley Jr. 
in view of Mock and Homan does not appear to disclose that the inlet valve is a quick 
release valve. It is generally known in the art to provide water line inlet valves with a 
quick release in order to disconnect the line quickly. Fitton discloses a system for 
sanitizing water lines that includes a housing with a routing valve that is of the quick 
release type as disclosed in column 3, lines 16-20. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the device of Dooley Jr. in 
view of Mock and Homan by providing a quick release at the inlet in order to allow quick 
disconnection of the line as exemplified by Fitton. 
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7. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dooley 

I 

Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,081,232) in view of Mock Sr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
7,065,803) and Homan (U.S. Patent No. 4,873,727) as applied to claim 11 above, and 
further in view of Rauchwerger (U.S. Patent No. 5,743,287). 

Dooley Jr. in view of Mock and Homan are relied upon as set forth in reference to 
claim 1 1 above. Dooley Jr. in view of Mock and Homan does not appear to disclose 
that the device further comprises an indicator configured to indicate when said supply of 
chemicals must be replaced. However, applying an indicator to such a device is known 
in the art of sanitizing pipes in order to alert the operator when the sanitizing fluid has 
been Exhausted from the device. One such example is disclosed by Rauchwerger in 
column 2, lines 5 and 6. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the apparatus of Dooley Jr. in view of 
Mock and Homan to include an indicator as exemplified by Rauchwerger in order to 
alert an operator when the sanitizing fluid has been exhausted. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed July 5, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's principle arguments are: 
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(a) Nothing in these references, or any knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, compels, teaches, suggests or even offers any incentive such 
that an individual wanting to have vacuum line sanitization device with the 
locking/unlocking advantages of Applicant's invention. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., locking/unlocking advantages) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although 
the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification 
are not read Into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

(b) Although both Dooley and Mock are chemical delivery systems for dissolving 
and then delivering a quantity of chemical solution, neither of these references is 
directed to such a system for use with a vacuum line system. 

In response to applicant's argument that Dooley and Mock are not directed to 
such a system for use with a vacuum line system, a recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention 
and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. More specifically, the vacuum line is not positively recited in the claims and is 
therefore considered the intended use of the device, i.e. the device is intended to be 
used to sanitize a vacuum line. As such, both Dooley and Mock are fully capable of 
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being connected to a vacuum line and sanitizing that line as each provide and outlet 
with connection means for connecting to another fluid conduit such as a vacuum line. 

(c) Dooley does not have the sealing means on the inlet or the dispensing means 
at the outlet of claims 1 and 11. 

With regard to the sealing means on the inlet, the Applicant provides the 
limitations of, "a means for sealing said inlet for preventing flow of said fluid from said 
fluid chamber out of said canister body through said fluid inlet;" for claim 1, and, "an inlet 
valve at said inlet, said inlet valve configured to connect to a fluid supply line and 
receive said fluid therefrom, said inlet valve further configured to prevent flow of said 
fluid from said fluid chamber out of said canister body through said fluid inlet " As 
clearly disclosed in column 6 lines 36-40, the valve starts and stops fluid flow to the 
canister When the valve stops flow to the canister, it seals the canister from the fluid 
flowing in and prevents fluid in the canister from flowing out. Concerning the dispensing 
means, Dooley is not relied upon to disclose the dispensing means. Mock is relied 
upon to disclose the dispensing means. 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2, 3, and 1 1 concerning the 
limitations of the inner chamber being a perforated sleeve have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Applicant's principle argument is: 
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(d) Applicant's claims (2, 3, and 11), as amended, identify the supply of 
chemicals as being disposed inside the inner chamber, which is a perforated sleeve 
(claim 3 and 11). To the extent the distributor head 14 of Dooley is an inner chamber or 
a perforated sleeve, neither of which is conceded, the supply of chemicals are not 
received therein. 

The Applicant's amendment has necessitated a new ground for rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin C. Joyner whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2709. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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